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COUNTER-MANIFEST. 

PERU'S REPLY TO CHILE. 

Addressed by the gonrnment of Pern to all friendly powers with reference 
to the war which has been declared against it by Chile. 



Lima, May 1st 1879. 

Sib — The Exposition which was addressed on the 12th of April last 
to all friendly Governments, by the Minister of Foreign Affairs of Chile, 
reveals the fallacy of the motives which have led that Government to de- 
clare war against Pern- 

I feel confident that your Excellency has vainly sought in that docu- 
ment for a single plausible pretext which may even apparently justify the 
very serious grounds taken therein; for it is not possible for good sense and 
justice to exhibit themselves on a foundation which has been prepared for 
some time past by overweening ambition and other ignoble sentiments, 
which at once present themselves to the appreciation of an impartial cri- 
ticism. 

fThe Government of Chile having lost prestige in its own country, 
through the policy which it had followed in the question with the Argen- 
tine Republic by maintaining for a long series of years, and in a most ir- 
ritating manner, exaggerated pretensions over the Straits of Magellan and 
the Patagonian coast and by afterwards abandoning them before the ener- 
getic attitude of that nation; embarrassed by the increasing depression of 
its industries, and by an overwhelming commercial crisis which was daily 
destroying the principal sources of its prosperity, it suddenly turned its 
attention to the Bolivian coast, the object of its ancient and oft deferred 
aspirations, in order to realize an easy conquest which should re-establish 
it in the good opinion of its citizens, and replenish its exhausted treasury 
with the abundant wealth which Providence had bestowed upon that pri- 
vileged territory. 1 For that purpose it needed some pretext which should 
enable it to initiate its shameful programme, which was found in the ques- 
tion which had sprung up between the Nitrate and Railroad Company of 
Antofagasta and the Bolivian Government, on account of the moderate tax 
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of 10 cents, which the latter had established upon the exportation of each 
quintal of nitrate, as a means of forcing the settlement of differences then 
existing. 

Although in this question which was an entirely private one, and as 
such subject solely to the laws and tribunals of Bolivia, there was no excu- 
se for the interference of any Government, that of Chile arrogated to itself 
the defence of those interests belonging not only to Chilians but also to 
citizens of other nations; taking as a basis Article IV. of a Treaty cele- 
brated with Bolivia in 1874, it demanded the suspension of the tax under 
threat of annulling the Treaty. 

The Bolivian Government repelled such a pretension and reminded ^ 

the Government o£ Chile that arbitration was stipulated for the settlement j 

of differences which might arise between them. 

The latter Government, which up to that moment seemed to have for- 
gotten so sacred a pledge, as was evident by the terms of its demand, was 
forced to acknowledge it by requiring Bolivia to suspend the execution of 
the law imposing a tax on the Nitrate and Railroad Company of Antofa- 
gasta, in order to submit the matter to the arbitration prescribed by the 
Treaty. 

And your Excellency must bear in mind that while Chile thus appea- 
red^ready to enter into an amicable arrangement with Bolivia, it had sent 
one of its ironclads to Antofagasta with forces ready to land, and another 
partion of its fleet to Caldera with all descriptions of war material, assu- 
ring the Governments of La Paz and Lima, through its respective^ lega- 
tions, that the ships and forces despatched to that port, had no other aim 
than to insure, in case of necessity, order and tranquility on shore, in 
harmony, with the Bolivian authorities. 

During this interval the Bolivian Government, animated by a desire 
to avoid a conflict with Chile, and deferring at the same time to th e good «J 

offices interposed by Peru, yielded to the pretensions of the former Repu- 
blic by suspending the execution of the law imposing a tax on nitrates and 
by accepting arbitration, 

This fact should effectually have put an end to all difficulties, and my 
Government believed it would; but tne Government of Chile, wh ich was 
determined by all means to destroy the Treaty of 1874 and to sei ze a por- 
tion of the Bolivian Coast, found a new pretext in the decree issued by the 
Government of La Paz rescinding the private contract which it ha d cele- 
brated with the Nitrate and Railroad Company of Antofagasta. Such a 
resolution, even on the hypothesis of its being unjust and illegal, is not a 
sufficient cause to justify a government violently to break a Treaty, and 
still less for taking possession of the coast of its opponent under the pre- 
text of rdvindic(wwrb as has been done by Chile, since before impartial 
minds it would not be justifiable even to exert the mere presure of force. 

Questions such as that existing between the Government of Bolivia 
and the Nitrate Company, in itself a private question, are subject to the 
decisions of competent tribunals in accordance with the legislation of each 
country, and with the principles of international law. It is only in cases 
of notorious injustice that a foreign GQYernmeitf may interfere for the pro- 
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tection of its citizens, and under this aspect of the question Chile should 
have waited for an opportunity to interpose its claims, following the con- 
duct usually adopted in such cases by nations which do not deviate from 
the principles maintained by science and accepted by civilized communi- 
ties, and without overlooking the fact that all difference with Bolivia should 
be settled by arbitration. 

Notwithstandig this it pursued a different course, for no sooner did it 
receive the news of the recision of the contract adjusted with the Compa- 
ny, and without protesting against the act by peacable means which at 
least might conform to the practise usual in such cases, than it hastened 
to occupy the defenceless Bolivian coast with, forces prepared beforehand, 
and which according to its previous declarations were only to be used to 
preserve order on land, should it become necessary, in harmony with Bo- 
livian authorities. 

Chile endeavors to justify its conduct by alleging that the Territory 
comprised between parallels 23° and 24° of South latitude belonged to it 
by right of dominion and possession before the Treaty of 1866; that it was 
ceded to Bolivia on condition that the latter would not impose additional 
taxes on Chilian industries and capital for 25 years; and that this Repu- 
blic having set aside that stipulation, it became necessary to bring things 
back to their previous status. 

In order that your Excellency may appreciate the inaccuracy of those 
statements it will be sufficient for me to bring before your enlightened con- 
sideration the declarations made by the Chilian Foreign Office itself, and 
contained in the Memorial of the Minister of Foreign Affairs addressed to 
the National Congress of that Republic in the years previous to the Treaty 
of 1866. 

In the Memorial of 1861 is found the folllowing: ''The Treaty of 
Boundaries which was being negotiated with the Republic of Bolivia has 
met with unexpected interruptions. The Government had cherished the 
idea that amicable and prudent arrangements would effectually dispose of 
questions as to the uncertainty of limits which heretofore had been the 
• source of difficulties between the two countries, and regrets that the steps 
taken in this direction have been fruitless/' 

In a similar document in the year 1862, the Government of Chile 
also acknowledges the uncertainty of limits in the following words: ''The 
negotiations relative to the adjustment of the Treaty of Boundaries which 
in this respect would put an end to the old questions, have estranged this 
Republic and Bolivia, and have not produced the results which were ex- 
pected. " In the same Memorial the Minister of Foreign Affairs tells the 
Congress of his country: "Bolivia through its special envoy, ad hoc, had pro- 
posed to subject the matter to the arbitration of a third friendly power." 
This circumstance demonstrates the confidence which Bolivia always had 
in her rights, and her desire to effect an amicable arrangement. 

And lastly, and in the same strain, the Minister of Foreign Affairs in 
his Repport for the year 1863, declared that -a treaty determining bounda- 
ries was pending which should finally settle all questions as to limits which 
had arisen between the two countries. 
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It is then a demonstrated fact that before £he Treaty between < Chile 
and Bolivia, of August 10th, 1866, there was an uncertainty as to the li- 
mits between the two countries, and also negotiations for the celebration of 
a Treaty which should settle all their differences, whereby it is apparent 
that the assertions made by Sefior Fierro in his Memorial to the friendly 
powers are wholly inexact when he assures them that Chile, before the 
Treaty referred to, "enjoyed dominion and possession over the territory 
comprised between the parallels of latitude 23 and 24." 

Had Chile been in that situation, she certainly would not have sus- 
tained through long years the negotiations to which she refers in her own 
documents, and still less would she have carried her disinterestedness to 
the extent of abandoning a rich territory merely to ingratiate herself with i 

the Government of Bolivia. Thoroughly convinced that the territory^ in \ 

dispute had at no time belonged to her she would not accept the arbitration 
proposed by Bolivia, and feeling confident that, under any circumstances, 
the verdict would be adverse to her pretentions she celebrated the Treaty 
of 1866, the first Article ot which is as fellews: 

"The line of demarcation between Chile and Bolivia in the desert of 
Atacama, shall henceforth be the 24th parallel of South latitude, from the 
Pacific coast to the eastern limits of Chile; so that Chile on the South and 
Bolivia on the North shall enjoy possession and dominion over the territory 
extending to the said parallel of latitude, and shall exercise therein all the 
acts of jurisdiction and sovereignty inherent to the Lord of the Soil." 

This Article coincides in sentiment with the preamble to the Treaty 
wherein it is asserted that both Republics "desired to put an end amica- 
bly, and mutually satisfactory, to the long pending question between them 
as to the determination of their respective territorial boundaries in the de- 
sert of Atacama,*' and also with the terms of the Memorial which imme- 
diately after the celebration of that Treaty was presented to the Congress 
of Chile by the Minister of Foreign Affairs, wherein the following language 
is employed: "Animated, as well as is Bolivia, by an earnest desire to es- 
tablish more intimate relations between the two Republics, and to remove 
forever any cause of difference between them, we avail ourselves of these 
conditions, mutually liberal, for the definitive settlement of the former ques- 
tion of boundaries in the desert of Atacama.'' 

The Treaty of 1874, which is the last which has been celebrated bet- 
ween Chile and Bolivia for the purpose of introducing some modifications 
in the division of the profits of the development 6f the frontier territory 
which had been reciprocally recognized in the Treaty of 1866, strengthen- 
ed the rights of Bolivia over the territory comprised between the 23rd and 
24th parallels of latitude. Its first Article is in fact the most precise which 
could have been agreed upon since it says: "The 24th parallel of latitude, 
from the Coast to the Andes at the divortia aquarum, is the line between 
the Republics of Chile and Bolivia." 

These stipulations in their spirit, as |well as their form, are absolute 

and unconditional; and in nowise reserc^l* *he terms employed by nations 

• in treaties in which a cession of territory it* agree 1 upon. Article 1st of 

the Treaty celebrated between France and Sardinia in 1859^ in reference 
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to the cession of Lombardy, is conceived in these words: "His Majesty the 
Emperor of Austria renounces, in his name, and that of his successors, his 
rights and titles over Lombardy.' 7 Allmost the same terms are employed 
in the cession of Monaco to France, of the Cantons of Menton and Koeme- 
brume, and of the more modern of Nice in 1860. 

It was necessary to set forth the antecedents to which. I have re- 
ferred, and which extend over a period of twenty years, in order to present 
in a proper light the origin of a dispute which culminated in the ocfcupa? 
tion of the Bolivian coast, and which has led Chile to declare war against 
Peru. These antecedents moreover, are indispensable in order to arrive 
at a conclusion that the conflict between Chile and Bolivia, so long sus- 
tained, was amicably settled in the Treaty of 1866, and ratified in 1874, 
wherein the two high contracting parties reciprocally renounced the right 
which each claimed over territory in Atacama. 

It cannot therefore be justly held that Chile had ceded to Bolivia a 
portion of territory which was indisputably the property of the former; and 
still less that the treaties already cited were conditional, as it is claimed by 
Chile. 

Your Excellency is well aware that treaties establishing boundaries, 
similar to those recognizing the independence of a State, are not of a tran- 
sient character, having the special feature of being definite and unchan- 
geable after they are once carried into effect. Such treaties continue to 
exist even independently of a change of sovereignty and of the form of 

fovernment of a country, and that war itself cannot abrogate them, as it 
oes ipso facto all other treaties between the belligerents. 

It is not true the Treaty of 1874 is conditional, cr that Chile has 

ceded her rights over the territory comprised between the parallels 23° 

l and 24 9 of South latitude, on condition of the non-imposition of additional 

f taxes on Chilian industry and capital, as is affirmed by seiior Fierro. 

Chile could not cede that which had never belonged to her, and still less 

I stipulate conditions for similar concession. In the Treaty of 1866 she 

recognized the dominion of Bolivia over the territory which extended to 

the 24th parallel of latitude, declaring that that Bepublic might exercise 

over that territory all acts of jurisdiction belonging to the «Lord of thfi 

j Soil.» 

i This acknowledgment having been made in an absolute manner it 

L was not allowed to subsequently revoke it by any stipulation of ulterior 

conditions. Chile had solemnly declared Bolivia as the owner of the soil, 
and having considered her as such during eight years, until Treaty of 
1874, in which very far from throwing any doubt upon the rights which 
she had recognized to Bolivia in 1866, she saw fit to ratify them, and 
could not fall back upon the old questions invoking the right of reocupa- 
tion, which is completely rejected and abolished among all civilized com- 
munities. 
I Beocupation implies unquestionable dominion over the property to 

i which it refers; and if Chile has never exercised dominion over the terri- 

! torie's which she has just violently occupied; if, far from this, abandonig 

| her ancient claims she acknowledged that that territory belonged to Boli- 
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via, it is evident tha the right of reocupation which she has asserted is a 
contradiction in ideas, and an abuse in fact, and the integrity of the Trea- 
ty of 1874 cannot be brought forward as a counter-argument, for even 
supposing that it had been abrogated by the alleged violations on the 
part of the Bolivian Governement, things should have been restored to 
the condition in which they were found prior to the celebration of that 
Treaty, and as a consequence Bolivia's right of dominion over that territory 
should have remained unimpaired since it had been recognized in an irre- 
vocable manner in the Treaty of 1866. 

The Government of Chile has, however, ignored these obvious prin- 
ciples in the autonomy of sovereign states; and in the midst of peace has 
broken the Treaty of Boundaries by taking forcible posession of territory 
which she herself declared belonged to Bolivia and over which she had 
recognized the sovereingty of that nation from the y§ar 1866 to the 14th 
February last; and she has proceeded to carry out her programme invok- 
ing the absurd and untenable principle of reivindicaeion which she herself 
condemned in 1864 after the ocupation of the Chincha islands by the 
Spanish fleet, thereby shaking tne foundations underliying American 
nationalities, and creating deep natred and an unextinguishable desire for 
revenge, the tremendous consequences of which it is impossible to forsee 
or calculate. 

The origin being determined of the motive which primarily actuated 
Chile to take possession of the Bolivian coast, as before stated, and afterwards 
to declare war against Peru, I will now have the honor to explain to your 
Excellency the policy which has been pursued by my Government in 
the conflict between those two Republics, and the true reason of the policy 
followed by the Cabinet of Santiago. 

From the 2nd of January of the present year, when this Ministry 
was apprised of the firet indications of a misunderstanding between Chi- 
le and Bolivia, it charged the representatives os Peru at La Paz anjl San- 
tiago to proffer, at any opportune moment, to the Governments of both 
the good offices of this Republic in order to avoid a rupture, or in an 
amicable manner to avert all acts or measures which should render diffi- 
cult or impossible a peaceful solution of the questions then pending. 

My Governmet further recommended to Bolivia in a most friendly 
way, either at prolonged conferences in this Ministry between the under- 
signed and the Envoy Extraordinary, Dr. Zoilo Mores, or through its 
representative at La raz, the expediency of suspending the execution of 
the law establishing a tax on nitrates at Antofagasta, and the submiting 
of all difficulties to arbitration; which fact proves the earnestness with 
which Peru endeavored to prevent a conflict, and the inaccuracy of the 
contrary asseveration, which the Minister of Foreign Affairs of Chile has 
been pleased to make in his Exposition. 

On the 24th of January, that is to say 20 days before the ocupation 
of the Bolivian coast by Chilian forces, our Representative stated to His 
Excellency the President of Chile, in a special conference which he held 
with him during the absence of the Minister of Foreign Affairs, that he 

was authorized to interpose the good offices of Peru in order amicably to 
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Jtfevent any violent act which might embarrass or interrupt a settlement 
with Bolivia. His Excellency accepted the offer enthusiastically and 
responded to it with a formal promise that no extreme measures would 
be adopted without notifying the representative of Peru of the same. 

Notwithstandig this our Charg6 d'Affaires expresed to Minister Fier- 
ro himself, the wishes of Peru, and when he had a right to expect comp- 
liance with the plighted word of the President of the Republic, he only 
received a courteous rejection of his good offices and a nofication that ord- 
ers were given to occupy by force Antofagasta and Mejillones, as was 
actually accomplished a few days later. Meanwhile Bolivia had accepted 
the good offices of Peru, and yielded, as has been stated, to the demands of 
Chile which consisted in the suspension of the tax imposed on the expor- 
tation of nitrate. 

Peru was not, therefore, indifferent to the difficulties which were ac- 
cumulating between Chile and Bolivia: ist conduct on the contrary was 
that of a solicitions and far seeing friend; and if its good offices which had 
been proffered before the outbreak of hostilities did not accomplish the des- 
ired end, it was due exclusively to the fact that in the councils of the Chi- 
lian Cabinet it had been resolved beforehand, in an irrevocable manner, 
to seek the aggrandizement of its territory at the expense of its neighbor 
and ancient ally, and of the disturbance of the balance of power in this 
section of the continent. 

And a very clear and eloquent proof of Peru's lively interest in favor 
of peace is found in the fact that although its good offices have not been 
accepted, whereby it considered its dignity to have been wounded, it was 
not disheartened or discouraged in its efforts, but hastened to accredit to 
the Cabinet at Santiago, a Minister Plenipotentiary, with the special mis- 
sion of proposing a settlement with Bolivia on the rational and just basis 
of the evacuation of the invaded territory, and of the submitting to arb- 
itration of all difficulties existing with the latter Republic. 

Such repeated offers, the good faith of vhich sefior Fierro has perm- 
ited himself to doubt, by offensively insinuating that His Excellency the 
President of Peru had stated, «that an impulsive public opinion was ex- 
ercising undue pressure, and embarrasing his power,» were afterwards 
confirmed by our special Envoy in Santiago, who, during the month of 
his stay in that city did not cease to devise and propose various methods 
for a decorous agreement, without any result but the sad conviction that 
the Government of Chile was firmly bent upon sustaining, by all means, 
the usurpation of Bolivian territory and the declaration of war with which 
she had responded to the efforts made by my Government in behalf of 
peace. 

At various conferences which our Envoy held in Santiago with His 
Excellency the President, as well as with his Minister of Foreign Affairs 
it was always sought to hide from him their secret desings by speakingin 
such terms as to make him expect the possibility of the evacuation of the 
Bolivian coast, for the purpose of wringing from him a declaration of abso- 
lute and unconditional neutrality, and if not officially, at least through res- 
pectable sources, certain ignominious arrangements were proposed to him 
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which our Representative rejected with dignity, as had been previously 
done by our Charge d' Affaires, not withstanding the fact that those pro- 
positions favored Peruvian interests. Among tern was that of dividing 
Bolivia between Chile, Peru, the Argentine Republic and Brazil, and ma- 
king of it, in the words which were employed, an American Poland: and 
another proposal was that Chile should retain the Bolivian coast, that 
"Peru should cede Iquique and Arica to Bolivia, and that Peru should re- 
ceive in exchange the Ecuadorian province of Guayaquil. 

At the time that this occurred in Santiago the Representative of 
Chile in Lima addressed to this Minister _a note which was immoderate 
and studiously provoking, demanding an explanation of the attitude of the 
Peruvian pr^ss and people, which were but feebly replying to the unstin- 
ted provocations of the Chilian press and people,; falsely and slanderous- 
ly charging my Government with having furnished to Bolivia arms and 
munitions of war; demanding an explanation as to the existence of a 
Treaty of alliance which united Peru and Bolivia and which at that date 
was kept secret; and, lastly, requiring a categorical declaration of Peru's 
neutrality in presence of the avents which had occurred, and those which 
were probable so long as Chile continued to defend by force of arms the 
Bolivia's territory which she had ocupied. 

The negotiations having been established in Santiago and this Mi- 
nistry believing that the Chilian Cabinet was imbued with a more peace- 
ful and conciliatory spirit than that which was manifested, in all his acts, 
by their plenipotentiary in Lima, it hastened to address senor Lavalle, 
empowered ad hoc, a note in which are satisfactorily disposed of all the 
charges which were brought against my Government; and recommending 
him to read the same to senor Fierro and have with him a copy of the 
document, if he desired it. 

This note, which was dated the 22nd of March last, will be found 
among the documents annexed to the Memorial which this office has just 
submitted to the Extraordinary Congress, which opened its sessions on 
April 24th, and which I enclose in order that your Exellency may, if 
you deem it necessary, verify this and other facts to which reference is 
being made, and form an accurate opinion as to the proceedings of both 
Republics. 

In said document my Government declared that as it did not then 
have official knowledge of the occupation of the Bolivian coast, and as it 
was not aware of the significance and true aim of that act, the opportu- 
nity had not yet arrived to express its opinion and define the attitude 
which it should assume , and that its policy depended upon two conditions 
which could not be disregarded, to wit: the existence of the treaty of de- 
fensive alliance binding Peru to Bolivia ; and the decision of the National 
Congress which had been convened for the exclusive purpose of marking 
out the line of conduct which the Govenment should follow. 

The Minister of Foreign Affairs of Chile however, presumes to ^ifirm 
that the Cabinet of Lima promised the Chilian plenipotentiary the neu- 
trality of Peru. The inaccuracy of this assertion is demonstrated not on- 
ly by what I have already set forth, but also by the positive declarations 
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which were directly and repeatedly made to the Chilian Government hy 
our Plenipotentiary,* senor Lavalle, that Peru could not, and should not 
remain neutral in Chile's contest with Bolivia. 

Another assertion equally inexact, among the many which are con- 
tained in the Exposition, is that which supposes that the promise had 
been made to senor Godoy to suspend the warlike prerarations commen- 
ced from the moment that the manifestly hostile desings of the Govern- 
ment of Chile became known* Far fom this, on several occasions upon 
which that gentleman visited this Ministry I stated, with the frankness 
which characterizes the Peruvian people, that we were arming ourselves 
in anticipation of whatever eventualities might arise, but that our prepare 
tions should not be looked upon by Chile as threatening, because they 
should not be regarded as of an aggressive character; and being satisfied 
with my representations he repeatedly stated that he could understand that 
Peru's interest and political position could not allow her to remain neutral 
in the contest vetween Chile and Bolivia, and that he had communicated 
this impression to his Government. 

Nor is it true that Peru, while exercising its mediation at Santiago 
had supplied Bolivia with arms and ammunition ; and my Government 
hastened to repel this charge, with becoming dignity, at the very moment 
when it was advanced by the Chilian Envoy. Not only did Peru carry 
its good faith and peaceful inclinations so far as to refuse warlike supplies 
to Bolivia, but it endeavored to prevent the departure from La Paz of the 
army, which was burning with ardor to rush to the recovery of their 
country's usurped territory, as well as the sailing of a privateer which the 
Government of Bolivia, which is nor a signatory to the declaration of Pa- 
ris of 1856, had prepared to prey upon a rich and defenceless commerce. 
She omitted nothing in her unconquerable purpose of amicably settling 
the differences between the two countries. 

The Government of Peru could not think or act otherwise; because, 
aside from the interest which it has ever felt and evinced in the preserva- 
tion of peace among the South American States, and confiding in the good 
relations which bound it to its neighbors it lived without troubling itself 
with preparatious for war, aud exclusively devoted itself to the improv- 
ement of the critical commercial condition in which it found itself, and 
which, for some time back has impeded the development of its resources; 
the army moreover, was distributed over points of its vast territory and 
was strictly reduced to the peace footing prescribed by law, during peace- 
ful times, aud the fleet as is well kuown to the public and foreign repre- 
sentatives resident in this capital, was almost disarmed, which circunstance 
up to the present day has prevented its leaving the harbor of Callao, 
and repairing to the dislodgement of the Chilian fleet from the Southern 
ports of the Kepublic, that it may not coutinue its work of burning com- 
mercial an defenceless towns, and throwing shells on trains filled whith wo- 
men and children. 

A nation completely disarmed as was Peru, and fearful that its inte- 
rests should be compromised in the struggle if the contending Eepublics 
did not arrive at some understanding, could not but labor sincerely and 
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enthusiastically in favor of peace, and my Government did so, suppres- 
sing the deep indignation produced in its own conviction and that of the 
whole country by the scandalous outrages against our Consulates in Val- 
paraiso and Antofagasta, committed in the presence of the Chilian autho- 
rities and forces, and which no doubt were expressly prepared with a view 
to provoke a rupture in th& good relations which had been maintained up 
to that time. 

While my Government in this manner sought to avoid a sanguinary 
war, the Government of Chile dallied with the Peruvian" Plenipotentiary 
by offerig hopes of an arrangement which was not regarded as impossi 
ble; and as soon as preparations for war wnich had been carried on 
ter had been completed, it suddenly and brusquely severed relations 
with the Peruvian Envoy, while at the same time the Chilian Minis- 
at this capital, demanded his passports; and inmediately, land without a 
formal declaration of war, began the blockade of Iquique, aud committed 
those acts of vandalism to which reference has been made. 

| In order to justify these proceedings it simply alleges the prepara- 
tion which were making in our fleet; the despatching of a division of 
1500 men to the port of Iquique, and the existence of a secret treaty 
which Peru had celebrated whith Bolivia in 1873. The enunciation of 
these fundamental facts is sufficient to reveil their insignificancy and the 
evidence that the conduct of our, adversaries was influenced by other and 
hidden motives which they dare not express because they would produce 
profound indignation among the nations of the earth. 

The preparation of our fleet and the transfer of 1500 men to Iqui- 
que, on the breaking out of the war between two Republics who were 
our immediate neighbors, could not have been a cause of surprise to Chi- 
le; for it is quite natural that the nation should prepare itself for de pos- 
sible emergencies which a war would be likely to produce, especially 
when it, is carried on its very borders as has happened in this case. 
The Chilian Government had received moreover, positive and'repeated offi- 
cial declarations as to the character of the preparations going on in our 
fleet, which were merely material, as well as of the movements of the 
small force mentioned; and it should have been convinced that thev were 
not aggressive as was subsequently borne out by the facts. 

The Treaty of alliance with Bolivia could not likewise be construed 
as a cause for war inasmuch as in its celebration the contracting parties 
merely proposed to guarantee to each other their independence, their so- 
vereignty, and the integrity of their respective territories through their 
mutual defence against any aggresion by other nations; which fact does 
not imply an offense against any state whatever. Similar alliances abound in 
the department of Foreign Affairs of other nations and have never given 
rise to doubt as to the good faith of the Government celebrating them. $ 

The impersonal character of de Treatyits abstract stipulations, and 
the conditions fixed for declaration of the cdsus foederis demqstrate that 
it could have referred to Chile only after that country sould have of her 
own' accord made the fulfilment of the Treaty necessary. This Treaty, 
moreover, did not render a war inevitable, but on the contrary required 



